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Dear George, 

It's good to see you writing -about the Kennedy assassination again. That 
was a very convincing piece on Oliver Stone's film, "Dances with Facts.'' 

If there is any way I can help you with your work, as we look forward to 
the f tin's release, please feel free to call on me. 

I have no real inside information at this point. I had a substantive 
discussion with Jane Rusconi, Stone's research coordinator, only once - when 
she was after the rights to Sylvia Meagher's book. (Greg Stone insisted that 
she talk to me and a ir %jw oti»iOir£# j 

Although Garrison and Stone have a number of vocal and uncritical 
supporters, I know that Tony Summers is concerned, David Lifters is unhapoy at 
the likely misuse of the medical evidence and his analysis, arid Peter Dale 
•Scott is similarly worried about Stone's treatment of the Vietnam angle. 

Much snore than I did in 1969, I an now inclined to focus on Garrison's 
treatment of Clay Shaw, 

For one thing, the public is more sensitive now to what could be called 
an "objectively homophobic” persecution. At the very least. Garrison 
apparently failed to weigh the likelihood of a secret but social and innocent 
relationship between Shaw and Ferric. 

In response to some of my comments. Garrison wrote a letter which seems 
to suggest, by omission, that referring to Shaw as a homosexual was as 
damaging to his reputation as charging him with conspiring to kill Kennedy. 

A copy is of that letter is enclosed, along with the comments in HOC 
which prompted it (3 EOC 1, p. 9-10), the discussion of Shaw in Henry Hurt's 
book (pp. 230-3), my analysis of Garrison's letter (8 EOC 2, pp. 5-7), my 
review of Garrison’s book (11 EOC 1, pp. 3-6), and an article by Richard 
Dodds. I have no reason to question the authenticity of the Garrison letter, 
but it did reach no through Ted Gandolfo, not directly. Feel free to 
circulate or use it. 

The film will probably continue the mythologising of Garrison's work, and 
the victimisation of Clay Shaw, even if he plays only a minor role. I heard 
that he does get whipped by a friend in one scene. 

Attention to the Shaw case makes it more difficult for Garrison's 
supporters to argue that, although "mistakes were made," Garrison basically 
had the right overall answer. That's a complicated issue, and I find it 
particularly difficult to interpret Garrison's apparent lack of interest in 
the Mafia. I think the simplest answer is that the kind of uncritical 
analysis that pervades even his latest book really is what ho was all about. 

Unfortunately, some researchers - and, I suppose, Oliver Stone - seem 
villinft to write off the persecution of Shaw as "collateral damage." 


kith best regards. 





